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would demonstrate in front of the Canal, oblige the
Defence to concentrate troops at the threatened
points, and then break off contact before the defenders
could counter-attack. As a tactical manoeuvre the
programme invariably succeeded. On every occasion
the column performed its task and got safely away.
It cannot be said that the dispositions made by the
Defence to cut off the enemy were as happy. Either
the counter-attack was delayed too long, or the units
composing it were badly handled. The command
could not complain that the enemy did not present
chances. On one occasion a hostile column, estimated
to consist of 300-400 infantry with two guns, was
located a few miles to the north-east of Ismailia. The
Turks, influenced perhaps by the conviction that the
defenders would not budge from their entrenchments,
under cover of night advanced to the Canal, and
at dawn coolly opened fire upon a large dredger
moored to the west bank. Never could the Defence
hope for a more favourable opportunity ; and a mixed
force composed of the mounted brigade, half a bat-
talion infantry, and two guns of the Egyptian Army
hastily crossed the Canal to get astride of the Turkish
line of retreat. Unhappily the orders of the com-
mander of the pursuing force were vaguely drafted,
or were misunderstood by a subordinate. At the
psychological moment one unit was not in its allotted
position. The enemy slipped through the gap, and
made away without the loss of a man or a baggage
animal. It was in accord with the laissez-faire spirit
which then governed military operations in Egypt
that the officers concerned in this deplorable failure
suffered no punishment. In other theatres of war
they would have received short shrift.
But strategically Von Kressenstein's efforts achieved
no success. Far from being impressed with the
importance of maintaining intact on the Canal the

